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very widely extended, and is multiform j for there appear
many species of illiberally; since, consisting of two things,
the deficiency in giving, and excess in receiving, it does not
come to all in its entire state, but sometimes is separated ;
and some [illiberal] men exceed in receiving, others are de-
ficient in giving. For those who come under such appella-
tions as these, as stingy, closefisted churls, all are deficient in
giving; yet they do not desire the property of others, nor
wish to receive it, some indeed through a certain sense of
justice and awe of disgrace ; for some of them seem to be,
or at least say they are, careful of their means, that they may
never be compelled to do a shameful action. Of these also
the split-straw, and all that class, has been denominated from
the (juality of not giving to any one being excessive in them,
:> Others again refrain from property not their own through
fear, considering it not easy for a man to take the property of
other men, and that others should not take his. They are
content therefore neither to receive nor give. Others again
exceed In receiving, by taking from every quarter and every
thing : such as those who work at illiberal trades, and pan-
ders, and all that class, and usurers, and those who purchase
small gains at a dear rate j for all these receive whence they
ought not, and a quantity which they ought not. But the
baseness of gain appears to be common to these; for all of
them endure disgrace for the sake of gain, and that a paltry
gain. For those who take great things whence they ought
not, and such as they ought not, we never call illiberal, as
tyrants, who sack cities and sacrilegiously rifle temples, but
rather we call them villains, and impious, and unjust, Ne-
vertheless the gamester, and the highwayman, and the robber,
are among the illiberal j for they are addicted to base gain ;
since for the sake of gain both the last toil, and undergo in-
sults : and the one class endures the greatest dangers, for the
sake of what they may get; the others gain from their friends,
to whom it is their duty to give. Both these therefore wish-
ing to gain whence they ought not, are addicted to base gain :
and consequently all such receivings are illiberal. Justly
then is illiberality said to be contrary to liberality 3 for it is